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a doctrine Nine-tenths of the ethical habits and convic-
tions of civilised society have become fixed, and placed
beyond the reach of question, before it presents itself and
offers its services as their philosophic base; so that it is
saved the trouble of inventing them aft initio by its own
light, and constructing them into a reasoned organism by
the resources of its skill. Benefits enough are apparent
from them, after they have become familiar to experience, to
prevent any challenge of their utility; and they easily pass
muster without comparison with any alternative. It is only
in view of the remaining tenth of the customary rules, i.e.
those which have become questionable and fallen under
discussion between the conservative and the reformer, that
the forces of the theory are mobilised and got under arms.
Its activity is critical only, not creative; it tries its hand at
correcting the text of a given law for a new edition; and is
not tested by demands upon its original legislative genius.
But the moment you put it to this severer test, and ask from
it an a priori determination of the true code of human life
from the data of man's constitution and relations to the
world, its helplessness and barrenness become conspicuous.
How, for example, would it settle the right course of conduct
towards the inferior animals ? Do not they also fall within
the calculus of pleasure and pain, which is the decisive
authority in every problem ? Why may they be hunted and
slam, while man is spared ? Why is he a cannibal if he eats
the flesh of his enemy, and not if he eats theirs ? When he
can subsist on the produce of the earth, may he kill them
merely because he likes meat better? Or, if he may
butcher them for food, may he destroy them for their skins ?
and to appropriate the ornament of their feathers ? and to
make weapons against them from their own beaks and
bones and tusks ? If the ' whole sentient creation' is to
enter into our reckoning, can we be sure that the locusts
and potato-bug may not enjj>y our crops now and then more
than we should ourselves ? And, if we ourselves are war-
ranted to act as animals of prey, must we not approve of the